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Effect of the implementation of India’s rural social protection policies and its
implications: Based on the visits in Sasan Gram Panchayat, Orissa state,India
CUI Hong-zhi

(Rural Development Institute, Chinese Academy of Social Sciences, Beijing 100732, China)

Abstract: Many rural social protection programmes such as living allowance for the elderly, job security, basic health
security, education security as well as food security were established by India’s central government and state governments,
so as to alleviate rural poverty with the limited public finances. From the view of implementations of the above
programmes in Sasan Gram Panchayat, Orissa state, there is a gap between the programme’s objectives and its actual
effects, mainly in the limited coverage, the lower level of standard and the lower efficiency of finances use. In the process
to establish and perfect the system of social protection in rural areas, China can draw experience and lessons of India.
Firstly, increasing the government intervention in public domain so that the farmers can share the results of the economic
development. Secondly, adjusting the pattern of national income redistribution to achieve financial equalization of public
service delivery between different areas. Thirdly, establishing and improving the social security system in rural areas as
soon as possible to prevent the negative effects of the long-term rural land contract.
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